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Statement of the Problem
This study presents the results of an examination
of demographic and socio-economic trends associated with
interracial unions in the United States during the recent
1960-1970 decade. The number of persons in interracial
unions still represents much less than one percent of the
total married population. Yet, over the past ten years or
so, there has been an increase in the prevalence of such
marital unions betv/een blacks and whites—to a greater
extent than nonmixed unions. Therefore, the investigation
of this subpopulation is important and useful, perhaps as
an indicator of race relations in this country since
marriage not only represents an intimate dyad in American
society, but is generally considered to be based on




Objectives of the Study
The overall objectives of this thesis are the
examination of census data research pertaining to the
area of marriage and the family and more specifically,
to marriage between blades and whites. The specific ob¬
jectives of this thesis are the examination of:
1) the changing frequency of blade-white unions
in the United States,
2) whether interracial unions are increasingly
found inside or outside of large cities,
3) whether interracial \anions are increasingly
becoming composed of persons with high
educational attainment,
4) whether educational levels are more similiar
for interracial couples than for non-inter-
racial couples,
5) the stability of interracial unions over time
in contrast to non-interracial unions, and,
6) the effect of stability of interracial unions
in increasing or reducing the educational
similarities of spouses.
To accomplish these objectives, the following
specific hypotheses are empirically examined using data
from the 1960 and 1970 Census of Population, primarily
reported in two volximes. Census of Population, 1960: Marital
3
Status, and Census of Population, 1970: Marital Status.^
These hypotheses are:
1. The number of interracial \inions in the United
States between 1960 and 1970 increased at
rates in excess of those for non-interracial
unions.
2. The distribution of interracial unions inside
and outside of large cities changed dramati¬
cally between 1960 and 1970; the majority of
interracial couples' place of residence is
increasing toward Urbanized Areas.
3. The ecological distribution of interracial
couples varies betv^een the South and non-
South in that the significant number of these
unions reside in the non-South and this
proportion is increasing,
4. The rate of attrition for interracial couples
is higher than for racially homogeneous ones
but the attrition varies by the race-sex
composition of the union,
5. Interracial unions are more educationally
homogeneous and their total years of school
completed is equal to or higher than for all
white couples, who represent the highest
educated group today in the United States,
6. Attrition of both interracial and non-inter-
racial unions over the 1960-1970 decade had
the effect of increasing educational horaogamy
in these unions.
^U.S, Bureau of the Census, Census of Population,
1970; Marital Status. Final Report PC(2)-4C, Washington,
D.C,: 1972. U.S, Bureau of the Census, Census of Popula¬
tion, 1960; Marital Status. Final Report PC(2)-4E. Wash¬
ington, D.C.: 1966.
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Orgeoiization of the Thesis
This thesis is subdivided into four parts, each
section corresponding with the chapters as they appear.
Following this introduction. Chapter II is a
review of the literature pertaining to general family
formation, family stability, socio-economic conditions
inducing family formation and also contributing to its
stability or decline. The review then specifically ex¬
amines research in the area of interracial marriages and
their differences and similiarities to intraracial marri¬
ages, The review of literature is restricted to pro¬
fessional sociological journals and other writings.
On the basis of the review of literature, initial
data analysis and the author's graduate training in
Sociology, Chapter III presents a theoretical and con¬
ceptual framework from which specific hypotheses for
this study are logically generated. Also included in
this chapter are definitions of concepts and the nature
of the census data source is discussed.
Chapter IV presents an analysis of the data per¬
taining to validation-falsification of the specific hy¬
potheses formulated in Chapter III,
The conclusion (Chapter V) discusses the findings
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in terms of the review of literature cind the theoretical
framework upon which the original study was generated.
This chapter furthermore suggests possible theoretical
alterations as well as potential avenues for future re¬




The Institution of Marriage
Marriage is a universal institution. Its structure
and function may vary from one society to another and
they may also change over time. Nevertheless', this social
phenomenon is firmly grounded in all cultures and has en¬
dured the test of time. The family is a social group
characterized by common residence, economic cooperation
and reproduction.^
Bell and Vogel partially define marriage as, "the
institution recognized by society as being chiefly res¬
ponsible for biological survival and social well being,
for it provides a socially approved method both of rear¬
ing and bearing children."^
Institutions have the uniformed support of a
^Norman W. Bell and Ezra F. Vogel, A Modern




specific group, Merton points out hc^vever, that the de¬
gree of support a particular institution may receive is
the most important factor. Thus, the prevailing pattern
of marriage, although not institutionalized, is persistent
and remarkably stable,1
In \anderstanding the concept of institutions,
Martindale has pointed to their capacity to promote htaman
personality,2
Institutions are then, as Lundberg suggests,
enduring and formal configurations of prescriptions, be¬
liefs and practices that is, "regarded by the group as
essential for the maintenance of its structure and basic
values,"3
Factors Inducing Family Formation and Mate Selection
Mate selection is a dynamic process, changing with
different cultural mores but the literature suggests that
in our society, there tend to be clearly defined attributes
^Robert K. Merton, Social Theory and Social Struc¬
ture (New York, 1968), p, 113,
2
Don Martindale, The Nature and Types of Socio¬
logical Theory (Boston, 1960), p, 30,
^George Lundberg, Charles C. Schrag, Otto N. Lar¬
sen and William R. Catton, Jr., Sociology (New York,
1954), p. 753.
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considered desirable in a marriage partner.
Motivations for marriage are varied. Personality
patterns and different environmental factors largely in¬
fluence one's choice of a marital partner and may determine
ultimate achievement of one's marital goals.
Some social psychological studies indicate that
individuals choose their spouse on a basis of "compli¬
mentary needs." Similarity also serves as a factor of
interpersonal attraction. People tend to marry someone
from nearby. This physical propenquity mahes recurrent
interaction possible and probable; recurrent interaction
may lead to mutual affection, which may lead to marriage,^
The factors leading to marriage are, then, based
on proximity as well as personality traits which lead to
affection between certain persons.
Most marriages tahe place between couples within
the same social class and within homogeneous religious,
racial cmd educational levels. V7ithin a homogeneous
group then, perhaps, personality factors determine who
chooses whom.
^Robert F. Winch, The Modern Family (New York,
1952), p. 326.
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Research by Winch demonstrates further the dynamics
of the mate selection process.^ His theory of "compli¬
mentary needs" reiterates the homogamy tendency accepted
by most researchers in the marriage and family discipline.
In the processes of marital choice, the dynamics of attrac¬
tion between particular persons are that persons in our
culture tend to marry persons like themselves, Protest¬
ants marry other protestantsy middle class persons marry
within their own social class, etc. This is especially
true and apparent within the context of ethnic origin
and race.
Companionship may promote communication of love,
and it has already been established that homogamy pro¬
motes companionship. Therefore, homogamous marriages
should yield more satisfaction with love than mixed marr-
p
iages.
In contrast, hypergamy is a form of institution¬
alized intermarriage whereby the man of a higher caste-
^Winch, The Modern Family, p. 587.
^Robert O. Blood and Donald M. Wolfe, Husbands and
Wives; The Dynamics of Married Living (Glencoe, 1960), p. 37,
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group may marry women of a lower group but not vice-versa.^
The term is adapted from its usage in connection with the
Hindu caste system to denote institutionalized or non-
institutionalized patterns of intermarriage where the
female marries into a higher social stratification, re¬
gardless of what criteria are normatively prescribed. It
is not so different from the criteria used for marital
selection in American society. As an example, it is
traditional for the female in our culture to marry with¬
in her social class or perhaps into a higher one, but not
into a lower social class.
In our alleged open-class system# the preferred
type of marriage insofar as both partners are concerned,
is class endogamy. However, this norm is flexible and
anything but rigorous.^ As upward mobility is considered
a worthy aspiration, interclass vinions have become accep¬
table and frequent in spite of the preferential class
endogamy,
"Hypergamy" is strictly defined in terms of the
woman's upward mobility. Even though most persons marry
^Rose Laub Coser, The Family; Its Structure and
Functions (New York, 1964), p. 105,
^ibid. p. 138
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within their social class, it has become generally accepted
for women to marry upward more often then men. That is, a
woman assumes the status of her husband but there are limits
to which she can change her social class.^
The social status of a family is largely determined
by the husband as the representative of the family
in the community. His occupation, his income, his
educational level help to establish the family's
prestige in the eyes of the community to a great ex¬
tent, regardless of the wife's characteristics.2
Richard Centers' urban sample of occupational groups
included the following classes: executive, professional,
small business, white collar, shilled manual, semiskilled
and unskilled. He found a tendency among men from the
higher occupational groups to marry downward and those
from the lower groupings to marry upward. Availability
and proximity were, of course, major considerations but
again, men were more likely to marry below themselves than
were the women.^
^Robert C. Williamson, Marriage and Family Relations
(New York, 1966), p. 259.
2
Blood and Wolfe, Husbands and Wives, p. 37.
^Richard Centers, "Marital Selection and Occupational
Stratra," American Journal of Sociology 54 (1949): 530.
12
Interracial Marriages
The factors leading to interracial marriages do
not differ greatly from the proximity hypothesis. The
sociological fact is that wherever social distance between
groups exist, whether it is the product of religion, nation¬
ality, economics or race, "once the process of integration
and assimilation get under way, amalgamation also be¬
gins. The ultimate step in integration is intermarriage.
Interracial marriage is not a new or unique social
phenomenon. Throughout the course of history there have
been interracial vinions, although not always sanctioned
by the wider society. In other words, interracial Tinions
did occur, but the persons involved in these marriages
were ostracized by the larger society.
Much of the non-professional literature on black-
white marriages in the United States is largely impression¬
istic and at the present time there are only a few compre¬
hensive studies of such unions. The depiction of inter¬
racial cohorts, especially prior to the 1960's is charac¬
terized by subjective and sensory impressions rather than
objective reality.
^Paul H. Landis, Makincr the Most of Marriage
(New York, 1970), p. 289.
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Frecruency of Interracial Marriages
A survey of the available empirical literature
clearly indicates that the nuiriber of interracial marriages
in this country is still slim but their frequency seems to
be increasing. It is not plausible to assume however, that
the increase in interracial marriages will soon accomplish
substantial racial intermixture. It will take many genera¬
tions for this to become visible.
Much of the most recent research has been conduct¬
ed by David M, Heer,l Department of Sociology, University
of Southern California and Thomas P, Monahan,^ These
studies deal primarily with the tabulation of the number
of such marriages and classification by race and sex of
spouse cind region.
Data from the 1960 and 1970 census of the United
States indicates there was an overall s\:ibstantial in¬
crease in the prevalence of marriages between blacks and
whites. This overall increase included: 1) a very sharp
increase in the prevalence of such marriages in the North
^David M, Heer, “The Prevalence of Black-White
Marriage in the United States, 1960-1970," Journal of
Marriage and The Family 36,2 (1974): 246,
2
Thomas P, Monahan, "Interracial Marriages in
Pennsylvania and Philadelphia," Demography 7 (1970): 287.
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and West and a substantial decline in the South and 2) a
very large rise in marriage involving a black husband and
a white wife eind a small fall in those with a white hus¬
band and a black wife,^
There is concern among researchers, nevertheless,
about the validity of data on interracial marriages. The
data exclude interracial marriages dissolved by divorce,
separation, or death, but includes common law unions.
A major theoretical contribution to the study of
black-white marriages has been by Robert K. Merton. Al¬
though his study is not as rigorous as are those of Heer
and Monahan, he presents the following hypotheses con¬
cerning the frequencies of several types of intermarriage:
1) marriages of lower, class black females with lower
class white males have about the same frequency as
marriages of lower class white females with lower
class black males and 2) marriages of lower class
white females with upper class black males are the
most frequent type of intermarriage.^
A hypothesis found repeatedly in the more current
available literature suggests that socio-economic in¬
equality is directly related to the low frequency of black-
white marriages. Status differences would probably be re-




duced between blacbs and whites by increasing frequency of
intermixture through interracial marriages. It may be hy¬
pothesized that a low frequency of black-white marriages
serves to reinforce patterns of socio-economic inequality
between the two races?
On a per capita basis white persons hold a far higher
share of the nation's wealth than do blacks and a low
frequency of racial intermarriage makes it unlikely
for a black to iriherit wealth from a white; blacks are
excluded from many unionized manual jobs to which en¬
trance is strongly determined by kin connections and
it may be suinnised that prejudice against blacks on
the part of white persons would be diminished if the
proportion of whites with black relatives were s\ab-
stantial rather than negligible,^
The Stability and Durability of Black-White Marriaaes
An important sociological concept to investigate
is the stability and durability over time of interracial
marriages relative to racially homogeneous ones. Data
showing the ten year attrition bet\^7een 1960 and 1970 in















^Heer, "Prevalence of Black-White Marriage," p. 246
^Ibid. p. 246.
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Attrition in these marriages could have resulted either by
divorce or separation or as a result of the death of spouse.
However, the greater part is probably due to divorce or
separation.
Clearly, black-white marriages are shown to be less
stable than the racially homogeneous marriages, and marr¬
iages involving white husband, black wife v/ere more un¬
stable than those of black husband, white wife.
Additional Mate Selection Factors
Another factor to consider is the age of individuals
at the time of marriage. There are indications that per¬
sons entering black-white marriages are older at the time
of marriage than persons in the general population. Other
characteristics include fertility, educational homogeniety
and racial caste hypergamy.
For wives younger than 55, the average nvunber of
children ever born was fewer in marriages of a white hus¬
band with a black wife than in marriages of a black hus¬
band v/ith a v/hite wife. The average nvunber of children
ever born was fewer than in homogeneous black marriages
and was similiar to that of white unions.^
^Heer, "Prevalence of Black-k"7hite Marriage," P, 246.
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It must be remembered that the Supreme Court did
not declare statutes against interracial marriages unconsti¬
tutional until 1967; therefore, the low frequency of such
marriages is hardly surprising. This may account for the
difficulty in presenting data prior to the 1970 census.
Homoqamy and Hypergamy in Black-VThite Marriages
Landis states that like marries like, particularly
in general social characteristics and that the more homo-
gamous pair succeeds most often in marriage.^
Interracial marriages as of 1960 were educationally
about as homogeneous as intraracial marriages; most part¬
ners in both types of marriage were in the same educational
brackets as their spouses. When marriages were not homo-
gamous, there was more tendency for the black spouse to
marry up than to marry down, a tendency much more pro¬
nounced in the case of black women than of black men.
White men in interracial marriages tended to marry down
more than up; there was little difference among white
women in intermarriages, about the same marrying down
as up. The average number of years of schooling of wives,
both black and white, were higher than the average nxmber
Landis, Making the Most of Marriage, p. 255.
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of husbands, both black and white. By 1970 there was a
trend for a higher educational attainment for interracial
couples than for intraracial couples.^
The nxxmber of existing black-white marriages are
reported in the United States Census of 1960 and 1970;
these data are presented by type and percentage of change:
1960 1970 % Change
U.S. Total Black-White 51,409 64,789 +26.0
Husband Black-Wife White 25,496 41,223 +61,7
Husband White-Wife Black 25,913 23,566 - 9,1,
Here again, the validity of the data must be care-'
fully considered. The census data processing procedure
has a tendency to reduce somewhat the reported number of
interracial marriages since whenever the race of one spouse
was not reported on the census schedule, it was assumed
to be identical to that of the other spouse,3
Social Implications of Black-T’?hite Marriages
When defining the concept of interracial marriage,
one must examine the social implications of such unions.
Ijesse Bernard, “Note on Educational Homogamy in
Negro-l'Thite and T;*Jhite-Negro Marriages," Journal of Marriage
and The Family 28,3 (1966): 274.
2
Heer, "Prevalence of Black-White Marriage," p, 246.
^Ibid, p. 246.
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One factor that invariably plays a role in all race rela¬
tions is visibility. High visibility makes it easy to
observe cind maintain race distinctions; obvious racial
differences make it relatively easy to also maintain caste
distinctions. This is important to remember when attempt¬
ing to examine and define such unions sociologically. Black
white couples make an attempt to live in two cultures at
one and the same time. Perhaps these unions form a sub¬
culture of their own. It becomes a serious problem when
marginality affects one's personality and ability to ad¬
just to marriage. The conflict within such unions,
broiight about by pressures in their immediate environ¬
ments, will undoubtedly effect the stability and strength
of the interracial marriage.
The special problems of each partner's background
adds another dimension to the black-white union, W. Lloyd
Warner, observed that, "custom, social usage, and sanction
make marriage between two people defined as Negro and
white exceedingly difficult, painful for those involved
and more often than not, impossible,"^
Another dimension may be added to the conceptual
^W, Lloyd Warner, American Life; Dream and Reality
(Chicago, 1962), p, 68.
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definition of intermarriage, that of the threat of the out¬
group. The reasons for success of such marriages may
directly be related to the external pressure of public
opinion against them serving as a unifying force for
their continued existence.
Despite the racial and cultural differences,
according to Pavela, it appears that interracial marriage
occurs betv7een persons who are, by and large, "economically
and educationally, and culturally equal and who have a
strong emotional attachment, be it rationalization or
real."^
Jesse Bernard agrees with the homogajtiy hig?othesis,
finding racially mixed black-white marriages as homogamous
as white-white marriages.2 This is especially true and
very apparent in the area of education, A later chapter
will deal at length with educational homogamy,
LeMasters' thought on this topic is similar inso¬
far as he sees interracial marriages as much more likely
to succeed if the partners come from similar socio-economic
^Todd H, Pavela, "An Exploratory Study of Negro-
\'?hite Intermarriage in Indiana," Chicago Urban League,
1958-1959.
^Bernard, "Note on Educational Homogamy," p. 274.
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levels. It is possible that some interracial marriages
fail not because of race but because of deep socio-economic
class differences.^
Altogether the literature points to an increasing
number of interracial couples in the United States, especi¬
ally during the last decade. The factors inducing family
formation and mate selection differ little for intra and
inter racial unions. Most couples marry within their own
social class but it is not an uncommon phenomenon for
women to marry into a higher socio-economic standing; this
is true for all marital unions, regardless of their racial
compos .11 ion ^
In the chapter that follows, the review of literature
presented here is incorporated into a theoretical frame¬
work from which several hypotheses concerning the struc¬
ture and change of interracial unions are generated.
Svibsequently in Chapter IV, these hypotheses are examined
using data from the 1970 Census of Population.
^E. LeMasters, Modern Courtship and Marriage
(New York, 1957), p. 159.
CHAPTER III
CONCEPTUAL FRAMEV70RK AND RATIONALE
The forces leading to an interracial marriage are
examined within the context of general family formations.
The mate selection process, an area researched in consider¬
able depth, suggests certain factors to be the key elements
in choosing a mate. These characteristics, social, econom¬
ic, political, and psychological, are then, the founda¬
tion of family formation.
An interracial union, being non-homogamous along
one particularly important dimension—race—may have
marital considerations different from those relevant to
the larger population. Racial non-homogamy, is, of course,
a violation of the "strain toward consistency," in norma¬
tive or social structures. If members of a group are
non-homogamous along one dimension, then perhaps they
are also non-homogamous along others. One factor may be
a strong consideration leading to an interracial vinion,
regeirdless of other factors which usually accompany family
22
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formation for racially homogeneous groups.
The interracial group is highly visible. The
impact of this visibility was discussed in the review of
literature in the preceding chapter. Because of visibility,
which is generally counter to prevailing norms and cus¬
toms, there are out-group threats and pressures, whether
real or fancied.
The implication of the visibility concept leads
to considerations which may effect the stability of the
union; especially if the union is non-homogamous along
many other dimensions. Perhaps these non-homogamous
factors may destroy interracial groups.
On the other hand, homogamy may be increasing
along other dimensions and interracial unions becoming
more stable. This would be especially true because of
increased integration, especially in higher education.
This increased homogamy may also increase the relative
stability of an interracial union.
Hypothesis
The following hypotheses have been suggested for
further study within the context of the review of litera¬
ture and conceptual framework above:
24
1. The number of interracial vinions in the United
States between 1960 and 1970 increased at
rates in excess of those for non-interracial
unions,
2, The distribution of interracial unions inside
and outside of large cities changed dramati¬
cally between 1960 and 1970; the majority of
interracial couples' place of residence is
increasing toward Urbanized Areas.
3, The ecological distribution of interracial couples
varies between the South and non-South in that
the significant number of these unions reside in
the non-South and this proportion is increasing.
4, The rate of attrition for interracial couples
is higher than for racially homogeneous ones
but the attrition varies by the race-sex
composition of the union.
5. Interracial unions are more educationally
■homogeneotif? and their total years of school
completed is equal to or higher than for all
white couples, who represent the highest
educated group today in the United States.
6. Attrition of both interracial and non-inter-
racial unions over the 1960-1970 decade had
the effect of increasing educational homogamy
in these unions.
Positive findings pertaining to these hypotheses
are expected in comparing 1970 with 1960 data from the U,S.
Census of Population which gathers information on inter¬
racial unions. These findings are expected since socio¬
economic differences have also been declining between
blacks and whites over the past two decades. Interracial
\mions, however, are still uncommon. It is not expected
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that an increase in interracial unions is occuring with
the same degree of frequency as all types of unions.
Another area to be considered is the turbulence
of the 1960 decade which resulted in the rise of ethnic
homogeneity and racial cohesion. The latter part of the
1960's saw Chicanos, native Americans, Asians and black
Americans asserting their racial awareness and cultural
affinity. The rise in black separatism and pride may
be responsible for changes in the trend of the preceding
decade which saw an increase in black-white marital
unions.
The Data
Interracial unions are cross-tabulated using the
following variables, as envimerated in the Census of Popula¬
tion: These variables and their definitions are:
1. Interracial union refers to the division of the
population where one marital partner is black and
the other is white. Persons are asked to indicate
their race and the racial categories do not corres¬
pond to strict scientific definitions of biological
stock but rather personal identification.
2. Educational attainment refers to the highest level
and year or grade of school completed. The cate¬
gories used are 0-8 years of school, 9-12 years
and 13 or more years of school completed.
3. Marital status refers to the marital history of
persons. In the context of this paper, all per¬
sons tabulated were married only once.
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4, Attrition refers to those marriages which are still
intact after a ten year period, using the 1960 cind
1970 decade.
5. Homoqamy refers to similarity between persons and
for this thesis homogamy will refer specifically




General Trends in Interracial
Unions, 1960-1970 United States
In examining data for existing black-white marriages
in the United States (Table 1) , it is evident there was
an increase in the number of interracial unions between
1960 and 1970. There was also a general increase, of
coTirse, for racially homogeneous marriages, either black
or white, but not to the same extent.
The total number of all married couples through¬
out the United States increased by ten percent between
1960 and 1970. The rate difference is wide depending on
the race-sex composition of the union. Although there
was a decrease of nine percent in racially mixed unions
where the husband was white and the wife black, for black
husband and white wife, there was a large increase (sixty-
two percent), a finding confirmed by Heer.^
Throughout the United States, married couples with




INTERRACIAL AND NON-INTERRACIAL UNIONS,




All married couples 13,767,181 12,044,138 14.3
Husband v/hite-wife black 7,083 11,808 -40.0
Husband black-wife white 6,286 8,624 -27.1
Husband white-wife white 11,891,709 10,213,527 16.4
Husband black-wife black 1,770,130 1,768,830 0.1
Total black-white 13,369 20,432 -34.5
Total non-mixed 13,661,839 11,982,357 14.0
Non-South
All married couples 30,830,393 28,446,860 8.3
Husband white-wife black 16,485 14,105 16.8
Husband black-wife white 34,937 16,872 107.0
Husband white-wife white 28,686,718 26,858,145 6.8
Husband black-wife black 1,574,164 1,264,292 24.5
Total black-white 51,420 30,977 65.9






All married couples 44,597,574 40,490,998 10.1
Husband white-wife black 23,566 25,913 - 9.0
Husband black-wife white 41,223 25,496 61.6
Husband white-wife white 40,578,427 37,071,672 9.4
Husband black-wife black 3,344,294 3,033,122 10.2
Total black-white 64,789 51,409 26.0
Total non-mixed 43,922,721 40,104,794 9.5
SOURCE: U.S, Bureau of the Census, Census of Popula¬
tion, 1970: Marital Status. Final Report PC(2)-4E. Wash¬
ington, D.C,: 1972. Table 12. U.S, Bureau of the Census,
Census of Population, 1960: Marital Status. Final Report
PC(2)-4C. Washington, D.C.: 1966. Table 10.
^Interracial unions refer to the division of the
population, where one marital partner is black and the
other is v;hite.
NOTE: Also see David Heer, "The Prevalence of Black-
White Marriage in the United States, 1960 and 1970,"
Journal of Marriage and The Family 5 (1974): 246.
30
different racial composition increased greatly over the
decade, but this sub-population still represents much less
than one percent of all married couples. For the United
States both black couples and white couples show similiar
growth rates for 1960 and 1970, at ten percent.
General Differences Between the South
and Non-South; 1960 and 1970
The differences found in the South and non-South are
striking not only for interracial unions but for racially
homogeneous couples. In the South, for non-mixed unions,
there was an increase of 14 percent while the non-South
showed only half of that increase at 7 percent* The most
striking difference, however, is found of black husband and
white wife unions. In the non-South there is an amazingly
high rate of increase of 107 percent for unions of this
type. It is, of course, understandable and empirically
expected that the rate of growth would be lower in the
South than in the non-South since traditionally the South
has been more conservative in the acceptance of racial
intermixtures. The decrease for the South may be partially
explained by laws existing prior to 1967; most Southern
states, until then, had laws prohibiting interracial
unions. The 1960 census may therefore be greatly under-
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estimated? the number of . these unions' in the South may be
slightly higher.
Heer concurs with the findings, speculating that
a large proportion of the black-white marriages existing
in the United States in 1960 were consensual unions since
the contracting of interracial unions was illegal in every
Southern state until the Supreme Court declared state
miscegination laws unconstitutional, Heer also discusses
the validity of data reported by the Census.^
For racially homogeneous couples there was an in¬
crease for the 1970 decade? this is true for both black
and white couples.
Actually, in the South there was a decrease in the
number of interracial unions where the husband was white
and the wife black? this type decreased by 27 percent—a
striking difference. Actually in the South, white hus¬
band, black wife unions showed a one-quarter decrease
over the decade compared to the increase for black husband,
wife white unions.
^Heer, “The Prevalence of Black-White Marriages," p. 246.
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Distribution of Interracial Unions
Inside and Outside of Large Cities
The changes in distribution of interracial unions
inside and outside of large cities needs to be examined to
fully comprehend the distribution in the South and non-
South.
Since World War I, most large cities have experienc¬
ed a rapid growth of the black population, as whites were
moving to suburban areas and surrounding fringes of central
cities. Because of this racial shifting, the regional
distribution of marital unions is examined for the South
and non-South and categorized into "central city," "urban
fringe," and "outside urbanized areas," locations.^
From this perspective, the distribution of inter¬
racial unions by central cities of Urbanized Areas, Urban¬
ized Fringe and outside Urbanized Areas altogether is ex-
cimined for 1960 and 1970, with the intention of demonstrat¬
ing shifting residence patterns for these unions. Tables
2, 3, and 4 present data by type of marital unions for the
South, non-South and the total United States for both decades
^Central city refers to an urbanized area which con¬
tains at least one city which has 50,000 inhabitants as well
as the surrounding areas. Urban fringe is an urbanized area
which contains incorporated places with 2,500 inhabitants
or more. Outside urbanized areas refers to all other loca¬
tions.
TAB:CiE 2
DISTRIBUTION OF INTERRACIAL UNIONS IN URBANIZED AREAS AND OUTSIDE
URBANIZED AREAS, UNITED STATES, SOUTH AND NON-SOUTH, 1960^
Region
Urbanized Areas Outside Urbanized,
Areas
Central Cities Urban Fringe
Number Percent Nvimber Percent Nvimber Percent
South
All married couples 3,210,009 100.0 1,546,722 100.0 7,287,407 100.0
Husband white-wife black 2,467 .1 380 .0 8,961 .1
Husband black-wife white 1,532 .1 222 .0 6,870 .1
Husband white-wife white 2,556,835 80.0 1,446,164 93.0 6,210,528 85.0
Husband black-wife black 638,353 20.0 95,910 6.0 1,034,567 14.0
Total black-white 3,999 602 15,831
Total non-mixed 3,195,188 1,542,074 7,245,095
Non-South
All married couples 9,480,029 100.0 7,425,061 100.0 11,542,770 100.0
Husband white-wife black 8,404 .1 2,214 .0 3,487 .0
Husband black-wife white 10,763 .1 2,117 .0 3,992 .0
Husband white-wife white 8,346,857 38.0 7,215,226 97.0 11,296,062 98.0
Husband black-wife black 984,356 10.0 165,845 2.0 114,091 .1
Total black-white 19,167 4,331 7,479
Total non-mixed 9,331,213 7,381,071 11,410,153
TABLE 2—Continued
Region
Urbanized Areas Outside Urbanized
Areas
Central Cities Urban Fringe
Nuinber Percent Number Percent Nxjinber Percent
United States
All married couples 12,690,038 100.0 8,971,783 100.0 18,830,177 100.0
Husband white-wife black 10,871 .1 2,594 .0 12,448 .1
Husband black-wife white 12,295 .1 2,339 .0 10,862 .1
Husband white-wife white 10,903,692 86.0 8,661,390 97.0 17,506,590 93.0









SOURCE: U,S. Bureau of the Census, Census of Population, 1960: Marital
Status. Final Report PC(2)-4C. Washington, D.C,: 1966. Table 10.
^Percentages do not add to 100.0 percent because of exclusion of certain
interracial unions (e.g., Chineese-Black),
TABLE 3
DISTRIBUTION OF INTERRACIAL UNIONS IN URBANIZED AREAS AND OUTSIDE
URBANIZED AREAS, UNITED STATES, SOUTH 7^ NON-SOUTH, 1970^
Region
Urbanized Areas Outside Urbanized.
Areas
Central Cities Urban Fringe
Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
South
All married couples 3,658,463 100.0 2,471,650 100.0 7,637,068 100.0
Husband white-wife black 1,757 .0 615 .0 4,711 .1
Husband black—wife white 2,706 .1 824 .0 2,756 .0
Husband white-wife white 2,892,994 80.0 2,313,047 94.0 6,685,668 88.0
Husband black-wife black 731,724 20.0 139,192 6.0 899,214 12.0
Total black-white 4,463 1,439 7,467
Total non-mixed 3,624,718 2,452,239 7,584,882
Non-South
All married couples 9,376,305 100.0 9,989,573 100.0 11,464,515 100.0
Husband white-wife black 9,288 .1 3,669 .0 3,526 .0
Husband black-wife white 22,142 .1 7,241 .1 5,554 .0
Husband white-wife white 7,900,128 84.0 9,590,592 96.0 11,195,998 98.0
Husband black-wife black 1,215,241 13.0 258,384 3.0 100,539 .1
Total black-white 31,430 10,910 9,080.
Total non-mixed 9,115,369 9,848,976 11,296,537
TABLE 3—-Continued
Region
Urbanized Areas Outside Urbanized
Areas
Central Cities Urban Fringe
Number Percent Nximber Percent Number Percent
United States
All married couples 13,034,768 100.0 12,461,223 100.0 19,101,583 100.0
Husband white-wife black 11,045 .1 4,284 .0 8,237 .0
Husband black-wife white 24,848 .1 8,065 .1 8,310 .0
Husband white-wife white 10,793,122 83.0 11,903,639 96.0 17,881,666 94.0
Husband black-wife black 1,946,965 15.0 397,576 3.0 999,753 5.0
Total black-v;hite 35,893 12,349 16,547
Total non-mixed 12,740,087 12,301,215 18,881,419
SOURCE: U.S* Bureau of the Census, Census of Population, 1970: Marital
Status. Final Report PC(2)-4C. Washington, D.C.: 1972. Table 12.
^Percentages do not add to 100.0 percent because of exclusion of certain
interracial unions (e.g., Chineese-Black).
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along these dimensions.
Tables 2 and 3 present the distribution of inter¬
racial unions in large cities and urban fringes. In an
earlier paper, Heer presents the proportion of persons
within urbanized areas, central cities and their fringe,
found in interracial unions,^ Since the percentage of all
persons involved in interracial unions is extremely small,
the entire population of interracial marriages represents
only a small fraction of all married couples, less than
one percent in most instances. Analysis therefore be¬
comes difficult.
In examining the geographical data,- Heer does not
differentiate urbanized and non-urbanized areas although
the distribution found in these areas shows considerable
contrast between the two decades, 1960 and 1970, but
follows the general trend of racially homogeneous marriages.
For the United States, the total of all married
couples located in central cities shows an increase over
the decade by less than three percent (Table 4), However,
within central cities, in mixed unions where the husband
is white and wife black, there is also a slight increase
^Heer, "The Prevalence of Black-White Marriage," p, 246,
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TABLE 4
PERCENT CHANGE IN INTERRACIAL UNIONS INSIDE
AND OUTSIDE URBANIZED AREAS, 1960-1970,
UNITED STATES, SOUTH AND NON-SOUTH
Percent Change 1960-1970
Urbanized Areas Outside
























- 1.0 34.5 0.6
10.5 65.7 1.1
105.7 242.0 39.1
- 5.3 32.9 - 0.8
23.4 55.7 -11.8
63.9 151.9 21.4





Region Central Cities Urbein Fringe Areas
United States
All married couples 2.7 38.8 1.4
Husband white-wife black 1.6 65.1 -33.8
Husband black-wife white 102.0 244.8 -23.4
Husband white-wife white - 1.0 37.4 2.1
Husband black-wife black 19.9 51.8 -12.9
Total black-white 54.9 150.3 -29.0
Total non-mixed 1.7 37.8 1.2
sniTRCEs U-S» Bureau of the Census.. Census of Popula¬
tion, 1970: Marital Status. Final Report PC(2)-4E. Wash¬
ington, D.C.: 1972, Table 12. U.S. Bureau of the Census,
Census of Population, 1960: Marital Status. Final Report
PC{2)-4C. Washington, D.C.: 1966. Table 10.
40
over the decade, but also less than 3 percent. Where the
husband is black and wife white, however, the number of
unions more than doubled. This large increase for central
cities may be due in part to the social acceptance and more
liberal attitudes usually found in metropolitan areas. To
account for the difference in metropolitan and non-metro¬
politan areas, Heer hypothesizes that the relatively higher
proportion of blacks in the South can explain the relatively
large proportion of Southern whites married to blacks in
1960.1
In the non-South, the decrease of the total num¬
ber of married couples in central cities is only very
slight. There is however, a rather substantial increase
for black-white unions, especially where the husband is
black. This trend is, of course, also apparent where
the entire United States population is considered. In
each instcince, the growth rate exceeds 100 percent. The
increase for white husband, black wife is only one-tenth
of this general increase.
The process of urbanization does, undoubtedly have
cin effect on the ecological distribution of interracial
Ifieer, "The Prevalence of Black-White Marriage,” p. 246.
41
couples. Apart from income, occupation and educational
variables, which will be discussed in a later section, the
phenomena of urbanization could very likely be a determin¬
ing characteristic from interracial couples, when choosing
a residence. Because of discrimination in housing and
employment, and, of course, institutionalized racism,
black-white couples may give residence location a higher
priority than couples who are racially homogeneous. In
an urbanized area, overt racism may be less acute than
outside an urbanized area or in rural areas. Change in
residential distribution over the decade may be due in
part to generally changing social conditions over the past
ten years. This is not to say however, that conditions
are favorable to minorities or conducive to those who
deviate from the norm.
Attrition as a Demographic Process
Rates of attrition^ for marital unions are indi¬
cators of stability and durability over time for marriages.
According to Bogue, marriage should be looked upon as a
^Rates of attrition refer to the proportionate
number of marriages consummated at a given time which
are still intact after a specific time interval.
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continuous force of attrition, exerting its effect on a
population.^ On the national level marital attrition
results from only two social phenomena, dissolution of
the marriage through separation or divorce, and the death
of one spouse.
Rate of Attrition of Marriages Consummated
in 1950-1959 for the United States
In examining the data for marriages of the 1950-
1959 decade, it is apparent that the racial composition
of marital unions strongly influences the rate of attri¬
tion (Table 5). For the United States, lowest attrition
is found where both spouses are white; marriages where
both partners are black have slightly higher attrition
but nevertheless a large majority of these unions are
still intact at the end of the decade. Examination of
interracial unions in the .table however, shows the rate
to drop drastically and only about half of the marriages
are intact by the end of the decade. It should be noted
that because black mortality is higher than whites,
marriages where both or one partner is black, the high¬
er attrition rate may be due to the dissolution of the
^Donald J. Bogue, Principles of Demography (New
York, 1969), p. 342.
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TABLE 5
RATE OF ATTRITION, 1950-1959, FOR THE UNITED STATES,
SOUTH AND NON-SOUTH















SOURCE: U.S. Bureau of the Census, Census of Popula¬
tion, 1970: Marital Status. Final Report PC(2)-4E. Wash¬
ington, D.C.: 1972. Table 12. U.S, Bureau of the Census,
Census of Population, 1960: Marital Status. Final Report
PC(2)-4C, Washington, D.C.: 1966. Tables 10, 15,
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marriage through death. The highest dissolution is found
for white husbands, black wives, where only 46.7 percent
of the marriages remained in 1970. For black husbands,
white wives, it is higher at 63.4 percent. Clearly, non-
mixed marriages appear to be more stable during this de¬
cade and of interracial unions those in which the male
partner is black.
Rate of Attrition, 1960-1969 for the
South and Non-South; A Comparison
For interracial unions, regardless of racial comp¬
osition, the rate of attrition is lower, usually as much
as one-half in the non-South as in the South. Rather
than attributing this difference to marital stability
alone, it is perhaps more.reasonable to assume that social
conditions are more favorable for black-white unions in
the non-South, prompting outmigration of interracial
couples from the South to areas in the remainder of the
country. Racially homogeneous unions, both black and
white, show no considerable difference in attrition for
the South or non-South. As for the entire United States
attrition is lower for black husbands, white wives than
for white husbands, black wives.
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In the course of examining attrition, initial tabula¬
tions were made for Urbanized Areas, non-Urbanized Areas
settlement patterns. However, due to the fact that migra¬
tion has been the primary force in the growth of Urbanized
Areas, no interpretation of that data is advanced in this
thesis. There was however, considerable variation by
Urbanized Area status for both the South and the non-
South ,
Implications of the Rate of Attrition
The rate of attrition might be used as an indicator
for marital homogamy; literature in the area of marriage
and the family suggests there may be a correlation between
rates of attrition and socio-economic homogamy.
Literature has repeatedly pointed to the homogamy
of marriages and their rates of success. Therefore, it may
be hypothesized that it is not the interracial composition
of marital \anions which accounts for high rates of attrition
but rather the lack of homogeneity of these unions.
Marital instability may result when there are vast
educational and occupational differences between spouses.
This would be true for both inter and intra racial unions.
Pavela's study of ninety-five black-white marriages in
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Indiana does not however, corrobarate this hypothesis. The
study does not show the occupational distribution of part¬
ners to be the same as for marriages as a whole; “there
was no indication of a pattern of occupational dominance
of one spouse over another, regardless of race,"^
Persons generally choose mates with similiar
economic characteristics and it is theorized that like
marries like, and the success in marriage often depends
on similiar occupational and economic characteristics
but this may not be true of interracial marriages.
Homogamy, in the United States, is a mixture or
a similarity of income, occupation, and education of
spouses. It could be assumed that there is no difference,
in the social status characteristics involved in mate
selection, for persons involved in intra or interracial
unions.
The remainder of data analysis will focus on the
effects of attrition on the educational homogamy of the
marital union. Education is known to be clearly correlated
with occupation, income, fertility, and other family charact¬
eristics, including stability. Data on education for inter-
^Todd H. Pavela, “An Exploratory Study of Negro-
White Intermarriage in Indiana,“ Marriage and Family
Living 26 (1964): 209.
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racial unions and non-interracial unions is available from
both the 1960 and 1970 Census of Population.
Attrition and Educational Homogamy
Table 6 shows the variation of educational level
for marital unions, married only once in preceding ten
years. For all couples married between 1950-1959, the
majority of husbands have completed between 9-12 years
of schooling in 1960 and 1970. About one-fourth have
college training and the smallest portion of all couples
is found in the 0-8 years of school completed category.
The distribution, in 1970, of those married between 1960
and 1969, by years of school completed, shows the greatest
change in less than 8 years of education. The percentage
drops in half with 9.3 percent of the total population
being in this category. As Table 6 indicates the percent¬
age of those completing at least some high school remains
constant; there is an increase in 10 percentage points for
13 years or more.
Data indicate that couples where both partners are
white, the change most evident over the decade is in the
0-8 year category. The percentage was reduced in half but
a change is also apparent in 13 years Or more where there
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TABLE 6
EDUCATIONAL LEVEL OF HUSBAND FOR INTERRACIAL AND
NON-INTERRACIAL UNIONS, MARRIED ONLY ONCE
IN PRECEDING TEN YEARS, 1960 AND 1970 ^
Percent of Husbands by
Educational Level, Years of
School Completed















18.8 53.9 27.3 100.0
16.9 54.2 28.9 100.0
40.0 49.9 10.1 100.0
30.2 49.7 20.1 100.0
34.4 48.1 17.5 100.0
9.3 54.0 36.6 99.9
8.5 52.8 38.7 100.0
17.5 66.3 16.1 99.9
10.5 57.3 32.1 99.9
13.5 44.2 42.2 99.9
SOURCE: U.S, Bureau of the Census, Census of Popula¬
tion, 1970: Marital Status. Final Report PC(2)-4E, Wash¬
ington, D.C.: 1972. Table 12, U.S. Bureau of the Census,
Census of Population, 1960: Marital Status. Final Report
PC(2)-4C. Washington, D.C.: 1966. Tables 10, 15.
^Percentages do not necessarily add to 100.0 be¬
cause of rounding.
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is an increase of 10 percent.
Black couples, over the 1960—1970 decade, also show
marked changes. The greatest increase is found in 0-8 years
of school. Here there is a dramatic increase, more than
doubling the percentage from 40 percent in 1960 to only
17,5 percent in 1970, Although the percentage for black
husbands in 1960 who completed 0-8 years of school is
still higher than white husbands, there is a noted decline
over the decade. For the remaining categories there is
also an increase of 16 percent and 6 percent in 9-12
years and 13 or more years respectively.
In both 1960 emd 1970, the majority of'husbands,
in interracial couples, have completed 9-12 years of school.
Also, the educational attainment increased generally over
the decade with husbands completing more years of school
in 1970 than in 1960, It is the race-sex composition of
the couple however, where marked differences may be seen.
In 1960, the difference between black husbands and white
husbands with wives of different color, show no major
differences in educational distribution. The majority
of this group are in the 9-12 year category, followed by
the 0-8 years of school completed and the smallest percent-
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age are found with 13 or more years of school. Tahle 6 indi¬
cates this sirailiar trend for black husband, v/hite wife, and
white husband, black wife.
In 1970 however, the distribution of years of school
is highly correlated with the race-sex composition of the
husband and there are major differences.
For both black and white husbands, in interracial
unions, the smallest percentage is found in 0-8 years of
school and the percentage drops over the decade. The
most obvious change occurs for white husbands with black
wives, with 13 or more years of school. From 17.5 per¬
cent in 1960, the rate increases to 42.2 percent. This
is an increase of 24.7 percent; the greatest change found
in the data. Clearly, by 1970, interracial unions repre¬
sent an educated group and may be compared to racially
homogeneous unions in their educational attainment.
In the 1960 decade the highest educational attain¬
ment for both husbands and wives is found in white couples;
the lowest educational attainment is found in black couples.
Interracial unions represent an intermediate trend. The
race of the husband apparently has no effect on the wife's
educational attainment. The race of the wife does, how-
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ever, have a slight effect on the husband's education.
Black husbands with white wives actually have a slightly
higher educational level than white husbands with black
wives.
In 1970 there is a higher educational attainment
overall for every group. Again, in 1970, black-black
couples have the lowest levels of educational attainment
of any marital grouping. However, while all white couples
have the highest levels of educational attainment in 1960,
in 1970 the highest level of educational attainment of
wives, both black and white, is found among white females
married to black males. Furthermore, black females married,
to white males have as large a proportion of persons
completing 13 years of school or more than do white fe¬
males married to white males.
Another unusual change involves the educational
attainment of white males married to bla:ck females.
A discrepancy in findings calling for explanation
involves the high educational attainment of white wives
in interracial unions relative to other wives while their
black husbands, on the other hand, only compare favorably
with black males in non-interracial unions who have the
lowest educational attainment of any group.
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TABLE 7
EDUCATIONAL LEVEL OF WIFE FOR INTERRACIAL AND
NON-INTERRACIAL UNIONS, MARRIED ONLY ONCE
IN PRECEDING TEN YEARS, 1960 AND 1970^
Percent of Wives by
Educational Level, Years of
School Completed
0-8 9-12 13+ All Levels
1960
All couples married
once 1950-1959 12.6 67.9 19.4 99.9
Husband white-wife white 11.2 68.4 20.3 99.9
Husband black-wife black 27.0 62.3 10.6 99.9
Husband white-wife black 24.8 60.7 14.5 100.0
Husband black-v7ife white 25.4 59.1 15.4 99.9
1970
All couples married
once 1960-1969 18.2 61.1 20.6 99.9
Husband white-wife white 17.6 61.2 21.1 99.9
Husband black-wife black 28.1 59.1 12.8 100.0
Husband white-wife black 23.3 55.5 21.1 99.9
Husband black-wife white 15.0 60.5 24.5 100.0
SOURCE: U.S, Bureau of the Census, Census of Popula¬
tion, 1970: Marital Status. Final Report PC(2)-4E, VJash-
ington, D.C.: 1972. Table 12. U.S. Bureau of the Census,
Census of Population, 1960: Marital Status. Final Report
PC(2)-4C. Washington, D.C.: 1966. Tables 10, 15.
^Percentages do not necessarily add to 100.0 be¬
cause of rounding.
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Effects of Attrition on Homocramy
The educational homogamy hypothesis, stated briefly
in the review of literature, finds racially mixed marriages
as homogamous as white-white marriages,^
Bernard, in examining interracial marriages in 1960,
found partners to have the same or similiar years of school¬
ing. The average number of years of school completed for
wives, black and white, is higher than the average number
of years completed for husbands, black or white.2
Table 8 presents the level of educational attain¬
ment for interracial and non-interracial unions for those
married in the preceding ten years. In 1960, white couples
are found to be the most homogeneous group educationally.
This does not imply necessarily, the highest educational
attainment however. VJhite husbands, black wives are also
practically as educationally homogamous as white couples.
The lowest educationaly homogamy is found for black hus¬
bands, v;hite wives, and is 6,4 percent lov/er than most
homogamous groups.
By 1970, educational homogamy has increased for all




PERCENT OF HUSBANDS AND WIVES WITH SAME LEVEL OF
EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT, INTERRACIAL AND
NON-INTERRACIAL UNIONS BY LEVEL
OF EDUCATION, 1960-1970^
Percent of Couples by
Educational Level, Years of
School Completed
0-8 9-12 13+ Total
1960
All couples married
once 1950-1959 7.7 44.6 14.1 66.4
Husband white-wife white 6.6 45.1 14.9 66.6
Husband black-wife black 19.8 38.7 5.2 63.7
Husband black-wife white 13.6 36.3 10.3 60.2
Husband white-wife black 17.2 38.1 9.9 65.2
xy /V
All couples married
once 1960-1969 3.4 45.0 21.7 70.1
Husband white-wife white 3.1 44.1 22.9 70.1
Husband black-wife black 6.7 54.0 8.6 69.3
Husband black-wife white 3.9 44.8 20.8 69.5
Husband white-wife black 5.0 33.2 25.4 63.6
1970
All couples married
once 1950-1959 6.5 43.6 15.9 66.0
Husband white-wife white 5.9 43.8 16.6 66.3
Husband black-wife black 14.0 40.9 7.0 61.9
Husband black-wife white 6.9 46.3 11.7 64.9
Husband white-wife black 12.2 32.3 15.6 60.1
SOURCE; U.S, Bureau of the Census, Census of Popula¬
tion, 1970; Marital Status. Final Report PC(2)-4E, Wash¬
ington, D.C.; 1972. Table 12. U.S. Bureau of the Census,
Census of Population, 1960; Marital Status. Final Report
PC(2)-4C. Washington, D.C.; 1966. Tables 10, 15.
*
^Married only once and in preceding ten years.
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married couples. The highest rate is still found for white
couples, only now educational homogamy is also very high for
black couples and for interracial couples where the hus¬
band is black. White husbands, black wives show the low¬
est degree of homogamy, a complete reversal from the previ¬
ous decade. The homogamy is, in fact, lower than the total
found for all married couples in 1960.
CHAPTER V
SUMMARY, DISCUSSION, AND CONCLUSIONS
The purpose of this study has been to examine the
factors, both economic and ecological, that influence
marriage prevalence between blacks and whites. Emphasis
has been placed on the patterns of mate selection in
general, the prevalence of black-white unions, and the
homogamy of such unions.
The central concern of this research has been the
effects of socio-economic characteristics, education,
social status, on the attrition of black-white unions and
how these attrition rates compare to racially homogeneous
ones.
The general trend in the United States between 1960
and 1970 was an increase in the nirriber of interracial unions,
although the increase still represents only a fraction of
the total married population.
The differences found between the South and non-
South were striking for married couples generally but there
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were no substantial differences when compared to couples
not racially homogamous.
The rate of attrition however, did have an effect
on unions between blacks and whites; for all race-sex
compositions, attrition was considerably higher than for
racially homogamous unions. As educational homogamy in¬
creased however, the marriages became more durable over
time. It may be deduced therefore, that socio-economic
homogamy, regardless of the racial composition of
marital unions, serves as a unifying force in marriage.
It may be assumed perhaps, that the color of
individuals in a marital union does not play a pro¬
found effect on such unions but it is the social,
economic, political and psychological characteristics
which determine success or failure of a union. These
factors then, are no different from the factors contribu¬
ting to success or failure in racially homogeneous
marriages.
The need for more research in the entire area
of race relations is apparent. This discipline needs
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